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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This Office Action is responsive to Applicant's amendnnent and request for 
reconsideration of application 09/845,396 filed on October 23, 2009 and October 28, 
2009. 

The amendnnent contains previously presented claims: 117-127. 
The amendment contains new claim: 128. 
Claims 1-116 have been canceled. 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on October 
23, 2009 has been entered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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The factual inquiries set fortli in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), tliat are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 117-127 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

US Patent 7,206,768 B1 to deGroeve et al. (further referred to as deGroeve), and 

further in view of US Patent 6,363,421 B2 to Barker et al. (further referred to as Barker). 

Regarding claims 1 1 7-1 20 and 1 22-1 27, deGroeve discloses a process for online 
invoice presentment and processing, and an apparatus (Figure 1) comprising: 

Generating at a biller entity a database record, the database record containing a 
plurality of data elements related to an invoice for a service rendered to a customer 
entity, the data elements including: an invoice number data element; amount billed data 
element; date of invoice data element; invoice approval status data element; invoice 
payment authorization status data element (Figure 5; column 3, lines 45-55; column 4, 
lines 5-12; column 13, lines 42-58; column 18, lines 45-67; column 19, lines 58-67; 
column 24, lines 11-29; column 26, lines 18-22 and lines 39-67; column 27, lines 9-25; 
column 35, lines 2067); 
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Electronically transmitting a plurality of the data elements from the database to a 
remote computer unit associated with the customer entity (Figure 1; column 3, lines 45- 
55; column 16, lines 49-53; column 17, lines 18-59; column 18, lines 4-7); 

Receiving at the remote computer unit user credentials data supplied by a user 
(column 19, line 58 - column 20, lines 7; column 35, lines 34-44); 

Processing the data elements with the computer unit and rendering an image of 
the invoice at a display of the computer unit to provide the user with a visual 
representation of the invoice (Figures 5, 7; column 4, lines 5-60; column 23, line 65 - 
column 24, line 42-53; column 25, lines 37-43); 

Providing at the computer unit a dynamically adaptable user interface, wherein: 
A selection of the first input option indicating that the user at the computer 

unit has approved the invoice (Figures 7, 15A; column 1, line 61 - column 2, line 

3; column 4, lines 25-38; column 4, line 47 - column 5, line 4; column 13, lines 

46-58; column 19, lines 62-67; column 23, lines 50-54; column 27, lines 11-25; 

column 35, lines 20-67); and 

A selection of the second input option at the computer unit indicating that 

the user has authorized payment of the invoice (Figures 7, 15A; column 1, line 61 

- column 2, line 3; column 4, lines 25-38; column 4, line 47 - column 5, line 4; 

column 13, lines 46-58; column 19, lines 62-67; column 23, lines 50-54; column 

27, lines 1 1-25; column 35, lines 20-67); and 

In response to selection by the user of the first input option, transmitting data 
from the computer unit to the database to modify the invoice approval status data 
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element to indicate tliat tlie payment of tlie invoice lias been approved (Figure 8; 
column 26, lines 60-67; column 27, lines 11-17). 

deGroeve does not disclose the user interface having at least two selectively 
deactivatable input options, and selectively deactivating the first input option on the 
basis of the user credentials data when the user credentials data indicates that the user 
does not possess invoice approval privileges; the second input option on the bases of 
the user credentials data when the user credentials data indicates that the user does 
not possess payment authorization privileges; the second input option on the basis of 
information in the invoice approval status data element, wherein the information in the 
invoice approval status data element indicates that the invoice has not been approved; 

However, deGroeve discloses where users are assigned particular privileges and 
wherein users are permitted to carry out transactions only for which they have assigned 
privileges (column 4, lines 47-60; column 13, lines 46-58; column 19, line 62 - column 
20, line 7), wherein it is desirable to have one party first approve/confirm an invoice 
before another party authorizes the invoice for payment (column 1 , line 61 - column 2, 
line 3; column 4, lines 33-35; column 27, line 23-25), and further that certain invoices 
may be viewable only if certain processing steps have been performed on the invoice, 
specifically that invoices may only be viewable if they have first been confirmed (column 
6, lines 56-64). 

Additionally, Barker discloses selectively deactivating options on the basis of 
user credentials data (column 30, lines 45-55). It would have been obvious to one of 
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ordinary sl<ill in tlie art at tlie time of tlie invention to modify tlie invoice approval system 
by multiple parties wherein users have predefined privilege credentials and wherein 
invoices are approved in sequence of approve/confirm and then authorize for payment 
as disclosed by deGroeve to adapt the selective deactivation of inputs on the basis of 
user credential data as disclosed by Baker. The motivation would be that as deGroeve 
provides an order to which invoice approval and authorization must occur, to use the 
deactivation of inputs as disclosed by Baker such that a user could not act on an invoice 
out of turn. deGroeve provides a means of preventing such out of turn authorization by 
limiting the viewing of invoices to those that have been approved such that they are 
ready for authorization. Providing the deactivation of an approval and/or authorization 
button based on user credential data would achieve the same ends using similarly 
known technology. 

Regarding claims 121 and 128, deGroeve does not disclose wherein the user 
credentials data conveys a password. However, Barker discloses wherein the user 
credentials data conveys a password (column 8, lines 45-46). Given the combination of 
deGroeve and Barker above, it would have been further obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to have adapted the use of access control through 
the use of passwords as disclosed by Barker, the motivation being that passwords are 
commonly used for user identification and access control and would provide for an 
efficient means of identifying a user authorized for various functions and where 
deactivation of inputs may be required as disclosed by Barker. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed October 23, 2009 and October 28, 2009 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that the combination of deGroeve and Barker fail to meet the 
limitations related to selectively deactivating options on the basis of user credentials and 
that the deactivation would not be necessary in the deGoeve disclosure. Examiner 
respectfully disagrees. As noted above, deGroeve discloses where users are assigned 
particular privileges and wherein users are permitted to carry out transactions only for 
which they have assigned privileges (column 4, lines 47-60; column 13, lines 46-58; 
column 1 9, line 62 - column 20, line 7), wherein it is desirable to have one party first 
approve/confirm an invoice before another party authorizes the invoice for payment 
(column 1, line 61 - column 2, line 3; column 4, lines 33-35; column 27, line 23-25), and 
further that certain invoices may be viewable only if certain processing steps have been 
performed on the invoice, specifically that invoices may only be viewable if they have 
first been confirmed (column 6, lines 56-64). Additionally, Barker discloses selectively 
deactivating options on the basis of user credentials data (column 30, lines 45-55). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the invoice approval system by multiple parties wherein users have 
predefined privilege credentials and wherein invoices are approved in sequence of 
approve/confirm and then authorize for payment as disclosed by deGroeve to adapt the 
selective deactivation of inputs on the basis of user credential data as disclosed by 
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Baker. The motivation would be tliat as deGroeve provides an order to wliicli invoice 
approval and authorization must occur, to use the deactivation of inputs as disclosed by 
Baker such that a user could not act on an invoice out of turn. deGroeve provides a 
means of preventing such out of turn authorization by limiting the viewing of invoices to 
those that have been approved such that they are ready for authorization. Providing the 
deactivation of an approval and/or authorization button based on user credential data as 
disclosed by Barker would achieve the same ends using similarly known technology. 

While Barker does not relate to the field of on-line invoice processing. Barker 
does disclose the use of selectively deactivating options on the basis of user credentials 
data. Thus, a known technique is being applied in a similar manner to achieve a similar 
predictable result. deGroeve specifically is concerned about the order in which invoices 
are approved and granting permission such that the approval and authorization occur in 
order. It would be obvious to implement the control feature of Barker to ensure that this 
order is maintained. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Jennifer 
Liversedge whose telephone number is 571-272-3167. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30 AM - 5 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kambiz Abdi can be reached at 571-272-6702. The fax number for the 
organization where the application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding tlie status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see <http://pair-direct.uspto.gov> . Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
/Jennifer Liversedge/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3684 



